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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

^)\Z\ Responsive to conrimunication(s) filed on 16 April 2003 . 
2a)H This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the nnerits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) [I] Claim(s) 1-9 and 11-31 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) 1-9 and 11-31 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: ajD accepted or bO objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)n approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

' 3 n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

li^r^e tne attached aetaiie(3 Ottice action roi <i iisi or trie cenitieci conies fui! leceivet; 

14) L_j Acknowledgment is made ot a claim tor domestic prionty under 35 U.S C ^ 119(e) (to a provisional application^. 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachmentfs) 

^ lJ Nctice of Draftspersor s Patent DravVipg Rt.ev-, P^,.-^^c ' ^ ^ Notice o* in^crrva. Pater^t Appiicatior^ -"C-'5^ 

3) n Information Disclosure Statement(S) (PTO-1449) Paper No(S) 5; LJ Other 

r- Patent a--:; ''^aerr-.^-ii I^ice 

PTO-326(Rev 04-01) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No 5 
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DETAILED ACTION 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC\^' 102 
1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A pcrsDii shall he L'nlillcd to a patent unless - 

( h) tlie invention was patented or descnhed in a pnnted piihlication \\\ this or a tbreign eountn or in puhlie use or on 
sale in tins countr> , more than one >ear prior to the date ot application tor patent in the United States. 

2 Claims 12, 13, 15, 19, 21-23, 25, 29, and 3 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by German (5,168,995). 

Regarding claim 12, German (figure 4) discloses an electrical component cover 
comprising: 

a body section having opposite peripheral edges 24, opposed end edges and a planar top 
surface 32 extending therebetween, the top surface configured to form a vacuum seal with a tool, 
a tiange 26 provided along at least one of the peripheral edge 24 of the body section, the flange 
being configured to prevent movement of an upper end of an electrical component relative to the 
body section in at least one direction parallel to the top surface 32, and a release arm 28 
integrally formed w ith at least one of the opposed end edges of the body section, the release arm 
28 being configured to releasably retain an electrical component 40. 

Reizardiniz claims 13 and 23. German (col 2. lines 55-68) discloses a component 

4() and dcllcctablc in an opposite second direction a\\a\ troni an electrical coniponeiit 40 
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Regarding claims 1 5 and 25, German (figure 4) clearly discloses the release arm 28 is 
oriented at a retention angle to, and extending downward from, said planar top surface 32, said 
release arm 28 having a lever 30 extending upward from the planar top surface 32, the release 
arm 28 being deflectable from the retention angle to release an electric component 40. 

Regarding claims 19 and 29, German (figure 4) clearly discloses the body section with 
opposite ends molded integral with end walls of the component retention member 30, the end 
walls extending in a direction transverse to a plane containing the top surface 32, the end walls 
extending laterally along the opposite ends. 

Furthermore, the limitation of ''said body section is injection molded" has been 
considered, but does not result in a structural difference. The presence of process limitations in 
product claims, which product does not otherwise patentably distinguish over prior art, cannot 
impart patentability to that product. In re Stephens, 145 USPQ 656 (CCPA 1965). 

Regarding claim 22, German (figure 4) discloses an electrical component cover 
comprising: 

a body section having peripheral edges 24 and a planar top surface 32 extending between 
the peripheral edges, the top surface configured to form a vacuum seal with a tool, and a release 
arm 28 integrally formed with at least one of the at least two opposed edges of the body section, 
the release arm 28 being configured to releasably retain an electrical component 40 and 

C(Mifiiziirecl eniiaue an electric component to hold an electric component a desired distance 

Regarding claim 3 L German (llgure 4) clearl\ discloses that the top surt'ace 32 is rigid 
and planar 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USCj^' 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not he obtained though the in\*ention is not identicalh' disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 

such that tiic subject matter as a whole would ha\ e been ob\ ious at the time the invention was made to a person 
liax'ing ordinarN' skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in \\ hich the in\ ention w as made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (0 or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
4 Claims 1-4, 6-8, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U S C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
German in view of Dechelette (4,512,619). 

Regarding claim 1, German (col. 2, lines 17-44) discloses a cover 10 comprising: 

a body section having a top surface 32 configured to form a vacuum seal with a tool; and 

a component retention member 30 connected to an end of said body section. 

with an end ol tlie bociv section, tnu lacks a siampetl meiallic bodv, 

Dechelette (claim 9, line 1 1 ) teaches a stamped metallic body. 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the release arm of German by providing a stamped metallic body 
in order to receive an insulated wire in view of the teachings of Dechelette. 

Regarding claim 2, German (col. 2, lines 55-68) discloses a component retention member 
30 including a release arm 28 normally biased toward an electrical component 40 and deflectable 
in an opposite second direction away from an electrical component 40. 

Regarding claim 3, German (col. 2, lines 60-63) discloses a component retention member 
30 including a catch surface (between the insides of both reference #'s 28) configured to be 
secured to the sides of the electric component 40, but lacks being secured to the bottom of an 
electric component. It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to modify the 
component retention member of German by providing a catch surface configured to be secured 
to the bottom of an electric component, since such a modification would have involved a mere 
change in the size of a component. A change in size is generally recognized as being within the 
level of ordinary skill in the art. /// re Rose, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). 

Regarding claim 4, German (figure 4) clearly discloses a component retention member 30 
including a release arm 28 oriented at a retention angle to, and extending downward from, said 
top surface 32, the release arm 28 being deflectable from the retention angle to release an 
electrical component 40. 

RenardinL^ claim German (fmure 4) di.^closes a component release member 30 

and being normally biased to tbrm an angle with respect to said top surface 32. and the release 
arm 28 beinu deflectable to form an obtuse angle with respect to the bodv section to release an 
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electrical component, but lacks the angle being no greater than ninety degrees when normally 
biased. 

It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to modify the component retention 
member of German by providing a release arm having an angle being no greater than ninety 
degrees when normally biased, since such a modification would have involved a mere change in 
the size of a component's angle. A change in size is generally recognized as being within the 
level of ordinary skill in the art. /// re Rose^ 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). 

Regarding claims 7, German (col. 2, line 60) discloses a stop beam 18 extending from an 
end of the body section, the stop beam 1 8 being configured to engage an electrical component 40 
to hold an electrical component 40 a desired distance from said body section, but lacks the stop 
beam being at an acute angle to said top surface. 

It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to modify the stop beam of 
German by providing a stop beam having an acute angle to the top surface, since such a 
modification would have involved a mere change in the size of a component's angle. A change 
in size is generally recognized as being within the level of ordinary skill in the art. /// rc Rose, 
105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). 

Regarding claims 8, German (tlgure 4) clearly discloses the body section with opposite 
ends molded integral with end walls of the component retention member 30, the end walls 
extending in a direction trans\erse to a plane containiniz the top surface 32. the end walls 

I'unhcrniorc. (lie liniitalu)ii of "said body section is injection molded " has been 
considered, but does not result in a stmctural difference The presence of process limitations in 
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product claims, which product does not otherwise patentably distinguish over prior art, cannot 
impart patentability to that product. In re Stephens, 145 USPQ 656 (CCPA 1965). 

Regarding claims 1 1, German (figure 4) clearly discloses that the top surface 32 is rigid 
and planar. 

5. Claims 5 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over German 
modified as taught by Dechelette as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Miyazawa 
(5,361,492 cited by Applicant). 

Regarding claim 5, German discloses the invention substantially as claimed, but lacks a 
release arm having a lower ledge bent inward. 

Miyazawa (figure 1 ) teaches a release arm 9 having a lower ledge 1 1 bent inward. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the release arm of German by providing a release arm having a 
lower ledge bent inward in order to latch the cover to the connector in view of the teachings of 
Miyazawa. 

Regarding claim 9, the teaching of Miyazawa (figure 1) includes component retention 
member 9 including a release beam (near reference oriented parallel to a plane containing 
the body section, the release beam (near reference #11) extending laterally along an end of the 
body section. 

6 Claims 14 17 IS 24 27 and 28 are rejected under >M ^ S C inVa)asbeine 

Regarding claims 14 and 24, German (col. 2. lines discloses a component 

retention member 30 incliidinti a catch surface (between the insides of both reference -"s 2S) 
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configured to be secured to the sides of the electric component 40, but lacks being secured to the 
bottom of an electric component. It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to 
modify the component retention member of German by providing a catch surface configured to 
be secured to the bottom of an electric component, since such a modification would have 
involved a mere change in the size of a component. A change in size is generally recognized as 
being within the level of ordinary skill in the art. /// re Rose, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). 

Regarding claims 17 and 27, German (figure 4) discloses a component release member 
30 including a release arm 28 extending in a direction generally perpendicular to said body 
section and being normally biased to form an angle with respect to said top surface 32, and the 
release arm 28 being deflectable to form an obtuse angle with respect to the body section to 
release an electrical component, but lacks the angle being no greater than ninety degrees when 
normally biased. 

It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to modify the component retention 
member of German by providing a release arm having an angle being no greater than ninety 
degrees when normally biased, since such a modification would have involved a mere change in 
the size ofa component's angle. A change in size is generally recognized as being within the 
level of ordinary skill in the art. /// re Rose. 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). 

Regarding claims 18 and 28, German (col. 2, line 60) discloses a stop beam 18 extending 
froni an end (^f the hod\' section the stop beam 18 beinu contlizured to enizaize an electrical 

-r^ipoTien' Ji ' ■ »M>!i,! .1') fiecnu";)- ■ >'ni>(>ne!i^ ■ Jesne;.! .Msianc!; sjk' s^L'Ti^^f^ '^i;' 

lacks the stop beam beinLi at an acute angle to said top surface. 
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It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to modify the stop beam of 
German by providing a stop beam having an acute angle to the top surface, since such a 
modification would have involved a mere change in the size of a component's angle. A change 
in size is generally recognized as being within the level of ordinary skill in the art. /// re Rose, 
105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955) 

7. Claims 16, 20, 26, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
German in view of Miyazawa. 

Regarding claims 16 and 26, German discloses the invention substantially as claimed, but 
lacks a release arm having a lower ledge bent inward. 

Miyazawa (figure 1) teaches a release arm 9 having a lower ledge 1 1 bent inward. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the release arm of German by providing a release arm having a 
lower ledge bent inward in order to latch the cover to the connector in view of the teachings of 
Miyazawa. 

Regarding claims 20 and 30, the teaching of Miyazawa (figure I ) includes component 
retention member 9 including a release beam (near reference ??1 1 ) oriented parallel to a plane 
containing the body section, the release beam (near reference #1 1) extending laterally along an 
end of the body section. 

Response fif Xn^umenis 

S .Applicant's arguments \Mth respect to claiiiis 1-11 ha\e been considered hut are moot in 
\ie\v of the new unnindfs) of reiection. except as follows 
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Regarding the applicant's position with respect to claims 12 and 22, the Examiner does 
not agree that German fails to describe that the a body section having peripheral edges and a 
planar top surface configured to form a vacuum seal with a tool German (figure 4) discloses the 
claimed structural hmitations. 

Furthermore, claims 12 and 22 recite "...to form'' and "to prevent". It has been held that 
a recitation with respect to the manner in which a claimed apparatus is intended to be employed 
does not differentiate the claimed apparatus from a prior art apparatus satisfying the claimed 
structural limitations. Ex parte Mashanh 2\JS?Q2d 1647 (1987). For the reasons discussed 
above, the rejection of dependant claims 13-20 and 23-31 is maintained. 

Regarding the applicant's position with respect to claims 3, 6, 14, 17, 24, and 27 the 
Examiner does not agree that German modified by a change in size fails to provide that the 
sidebars would secure to the bottom. It is clearly shown that the angled side bar 30 would 
contact the bottom when it becomes lengthened. 

OmclusUm 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutor\' period for repiv to this final action is set to expire THRFF 

\1( )\ I 1 |s noMi tnc ni.il II 11 L! Jati' I'l Mns ,k'n*M ^nr '.'\ c^' \ '""--^ 'n^i^ nu-,' - rm- ' \\\ 
MONTHS ot the mailing dale of this final action and the ad\ isory action is not mailed until atter 
the end of the THRFT>MONTH shortened statutorx' period, then the shortened statutorv period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no e\ ent, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 

final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anton B Harris whose telephone number is (703) 305-4764. The 
examiner can normally be reached on weekdays from 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Dean Reichard, can be reached on (703) 308-3682. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 305-1341. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 


abh 


7/9/03 



DEAN k. REIOHARD 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINE! 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2800 


